
From: 	 Nancy.A.McMahon@hawaii.gov  
To: 	 Zelasko, Elizabeth (FTA) 
CC: 	 Pua.Aiu@hawaii.gov ; Nancy.A.McMahon@hawaii.gov ; Bausch, Carl (FTA) 
Sent: 	 5/27/2010 8:43:54 PM 
Subject: 	 Re: Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project PA 

You should have the APE determination letter. 
It is a capital mistake to theorize before one has data. 

(Sir Arthur Conan Doyle, "Scandal in Bohemia") 

Nancy McMahon, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation Manager 
State Archaeologist 
State Historic Preservation Division 
Department of Land and Natural Resources 
Kakuhihewa Building 
601 Kamokila Blvd., Suite 555 
Kapolei, Hawai i 96707 

Ph: (808) 692-8015 
Fax: (808) 692-8020 
Cell: (808) 652-1510 
nancy.a.mcmahon@hawaii.gov  

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any review, use, disclosure, or distribution by unintended recipients i 

"I don't know what your destiny will be, but one thing I know: the only ones among you who will be really happy are those who have sought and found how to serve."--Albert Schweitzer 

	<elizabeth.zelasko@dot.gov > wrote:  	 

To: <Pua.Aiu@hawaii.gov >, <Nancy.A.McMahon@hawaii.gov > 
From: <elizabeth.zelasko@dot.gov > 
Date: 05/27/2010 09:49AM 
cc: <Carl.Bausch1111@dot.gov > 
Subject: Honolulu High Capacity Transit Project PA 

Hello Pua and Nancy, 

Good afternoon. I have not been in touch for a few weeks and I wanted to update you on the status of our environmental and cultural review of the project. As I have mentioned before, various reviewers at headquarters and our regional office 
are providing comments on the administrative draft of the final EIS. We anticipate being able to complete the review of the final EIS shortly. 

Before we publish the FEIS, we would like to have an executed programmatic agreement included as an appendix. We have been corresponding with the National Park Service on some of their questions and comments related to the PA and Section 
4(f) chapter. At the NPS suggestion, we recently got in touch with the OIBC regarding their position that they would not sign on to the programmatic agreement as a concurring party. After exchanging a few emails, it became apparent that 
further discussion would not be a beneficial use of the OIBC's or FTA's time. Even though it has been apparent that was the case in the media, the emails confirmed positions. I provided an update on the project and said that I would honor their 
request to send out a copy of the current draft programmatic agreement. 

The only change that I have made since you have seen the PA last is that the NPS has 60 days rather than 30 days to review HABS documentations. There is still some formatting that needs to take place. 

We have heard that your office has informally indicated to Faith that you would concur soon on FTA determinations of eligibility for the properties adjacent to the airport. Do you know when we would receive a formal letter? 

And lastly, in your email response to the City's email you indicated that you thought there may be additional questions that would need to be responded to. In effort to respond to your comment, I sent out FTA's responses to the National Park 
Service comments/questions. Did that respond to your email or are there additional questions or reason for a meeting? 

Please call if you have any questions. 

Thank you, 

Liz 

Elizabeth Zelasko 

AR00107814 



Federal Transit Administration 

Office of Planning and Environment 

elizabeth.zelasko@dot.gov  

(202) 366-0244 
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